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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In the Matter of U.S. Application Serial No. 85/660,801
Mark: TREK

Filed: June 25, 2012

Publication Date: January 8, 2013

TREK BICYCLE CORPORATION, )
)

Opposer, ) Opposition No. 91210512
)
V. )
)
INTERNATIONAL TRUCK, )
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY COMPANY)
LLC. )
Applicant. )

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, International Truck Intellectual Property Company, LLC ("International IP"),
hereby answers the Notice of Opposition (the "Notice") that Trek Bicycle Corporation
(“Opposer”) filed on May 3, 2013, as follows:

I. International IP admits the allegations set forth in Paragraph 1 of the Notice,

2. International IP admits that it filed application Serial No. 85/660,801, and submits
that the application is the best evidence of its contents.

3. International IP admits that it filed application Serial No. 85/660,801, and submits
that the application is the best evidence of its contents.

4. International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations of Paragraph 4, and therefore denies them.

5. International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to form a belief as

to the truth of the allegations of Paragraph 5, and therefore denies them.



6. International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations of Paragraph 6, and therefore denies them.

7. International IP submits that the certificates of registration that Trek cites in
Paragraph 7 are the best evidence of their contents. International IP lacks the knowledge or
information necessary to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations of Paragraph 7,
and therefore denies them.

8. International IP submits that the application that Trek cites in Paragraph 8 is the
best evidence of its content. International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to
form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations of Paragraph 8, and therefore denies
them.

9. International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations of Paragraph 9, and therefore denies them.

10.  International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations of Paragraph 10, and therefore denies them.

11.  International IP admits that Monaco Coach Corporation, a successor-in-interest to
Safari Motor Coaches, Inc., assigned Registration No. 1,862,431 to International IP in
conjunction with the order entered on May 22, 2009, in In re Monaco Coach Corp., Case No. 09-
10750-KJC in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware, and that
International IP is the record owner of Registration No. 1,862,431, International IP submits that
the certificate of registration and the assignment records associated with Registration No.
1,862,431 are the best evidence of their contents. International IP denies all other allegations of

Paragraph 11.



12. International IP lacks the knowledge or information necessary to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations of Paragraph 12, and therefore denies them. International IP
specifically denies that any agreement between Safari Motor Coaches, Inc., and Opposer
precludes International IP from any conduct whatsoever.

13.  International IP denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 13.

14.  International IP admits the allegations set forth in Paragraph 14.

15.  International IP denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 15.

16. International IP denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 16.

WHEREFORE, International IP prays that judgment be entered in its favor and against
Opposer, and that the mark depicted in Application Serial No. 85/660,801 be allowed to register

on the Principal Register.
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CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO NOTICE
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